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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



DAVID MEAD 
8204 Moorland Lane 
Bethesda, Maryland, 20817 



Plaintiff, Pro Se 



Vs. 



Sue Ann Mahaffey, et al. 

Defendant 



Case Number 05CyO2316 



(EGS) 



MEMORANDUM TO DEFENDANTS REPLY TO PL AINTIFFS^ MOTION FOR 

LEAVE TO AMEND THE COMPLAINT 



Comes now the Plaintiff, David Mead and responds to Defendants Mead's 
Reply to Defendant Mahaffeys' Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to 
Amen<^ and stat^ as follows: 

1. Plaintiff has never suggested that he represents Jenise McRae, as the 
defendants would have this Court believe. On the contrary, the plaintiff has 
repeatedly advised the defendants tiiat when Jenise McRae was added to the 
complaint (see January 19, 2006 letter to defendants as Exhibit 1), plaintiff would 
no longer be able to solely negotiate a settlement with defendants- Nor has 
plaintiff ever claimed to be the victim of 42 U.S*C* violations as fhe defendants 
would have this Court believe. 

2. Affiants McRae and Ross are indeed persons protected tmder 42 



U.S.C,, as tally articulated in the original and Amended Complaints. Plaintiff has 
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never suggested to be protected under that statute. Ms. Jenise McRae was not 
listed in the original complaint because the plaintiff faced a timeliness issue in 
filing the original complaint The defendants, through artifice, had sought to 
circumvent a U.S. Bankruptcy Court Order denying their Motion for Authority to 
Sell Real Property (see attached Order attached as Exhibit 2 which is the subject of 
Count 5 in thi^ Complaint) by seeking instead a Declaratory Judgment in the 
Montgomery County Circuit Court That case was scheduled for a hearing on 
December 2, 2005. (see attached Exhibit 3). When plaintiff learned of the hearing, 
he hastily filed the complaint on December 1, 2005, albeit incomplete in the naming 
of the parties to prevent the circumvention of title U.S, Bankruptcy Coturt Order. 

3. The Complaint was amended to belatedly but properly identify Ms. 
MeRae as one of several victims of 42 XJS.C. violations as set forth in Counts Three 
and Four of the original and Amended Complaint It is abundantly clear from the 
original and Amended Com|daint that Counts 1 through 5 fully articulate federal 
Question jurisdiction, notwithstanding the fact that Ms. McRae and her family 
were not named as plaintiffs'^ in the complaint because of time constraints as 
articulated in paragraph 2 above. 

4. Ms McRae comes from a low-income, underprivileged, African- 
American family and from a social underclass that neither the defendants nor their 
representatives appear to understand or empathise with. It is plaintiffs 
understanding that Ms. McRae will soon have hei: own representation. Plaintiff 
indulges this Court in the interest of substantial justice to allow a voice to be given 
to the voieeiess underclass until proper representation by counsel is soon obtained. 
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Respeetf iiny ^baaitted. 




David Mead 

8204 Moorland Lane, Bethesda, Md. 20817 
P.O. Box 30006 Bethesda, Md. 20824 
301/ 656. 2516 (o) 301/656.1593 (f) 



CERTIFJCAJEjOEiSER^jCE 



I hereby certify that on the March 22, 2006 1 mailed a true copy of 
Memorandum to Defendants' Reply to Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend to: 



Sue Ann Mahaff ey 
Stein, Sperling and Bennett, Etc 
25 West Middle Lane 
Roekville, Maryland, 20850 

Shahram Roudi 

First Nationwide Management 

and Leasing, Inc. 

5125 MacArthur Boulevard, # Suite 41 

Washington, D.G. 20016 

Ghao W. Chen 

258 B. Market Street East 

Gaithersburg, Maryland 20878 

Weichert Realtors, Inc. 

225 Littleton Road, 

Morris Plains, New Jersey, 07950 

ICathieehSheeran, Agent 
Weichert Realtors 
6610 Rockledge Drive, Suite 100 
Betheisda, Marylemd 20814 



Royal Investment Group LLG 
a/k/a Foreclosure Real Estate 
13799 Park BoulevardN.- # 258 
Seminole, Florida, 33776 

Timothy Growley, Principal 
Remax Realtors 

6 Montgomery Village Avenue #200 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20879. 

BCatWeen Tiong, Agent Remax Realtors 
6 Montgomery Village Avenue, # 200 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20879 



Yona Mead 

5176 Linnean Terrace, N.W. 

Washington, D.C 20008 

Nasser Shahparast, Agent, 
Royal Investment Group LLC 
5301 Goldsboro Road 
Bethesda, Md., 20817 




DAVID MEAD 



m^L^ 



Case1:05-cv-02316-EGS Document 32 Filed 0^1/2006 Page 4 of 11 

r^ ■■ ■ U 



EXHIBIT 1 
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DaviclMead 

8204 MooriaJia Lane^ Be^ Md. 20817 

Ra Box 30006, Bettfesda, MA 2^^ 

301. 656. 2516 (o) 301.656.1593 (£)david;inead@e0incastiiet 

VIA FACSIMILE 301.838.3250 
PERSONAL AND CONHDENTIAL fOR NEGOTIATION PURPOSES 



January 19, 2006 



Ms, S, A. Mahaffey 
Stean, Spiling, Bamett, etc 
25 West Middle Lane 
Rockvilie, Maryland 20850 



Re: Federal Dfetrict Gottrt # 1:05CV0S16 
Circuit Court # FL13261 



Dear Ms. MahafiEey : 



I am writing ihis letter in response to your emails date^^ and 10*, 

^Kte, I wiU begin by attempting to dispense with 
then I will proceed to addr^s iije longer-term issu^ from a ^obal perspartiye. 

Furniture^ There are several issues on this point First> the reference to the 
'^r^maining^ furniture causes me great distress. Obviously, tibere has been major theft 
of personal belongings frommy home since the time that you and Weichqal: took 
control, as evidenced by the thefts that you reported to the BetJiesda Police/ and my 
sut^equent conversations with them. I don'^t know how much of my personal 
l^ongings remaiiv but I will need access to my hotrm at some point to take pirtures of 
the interior in ordo" to compare them wish the photographs timt were ^fcen #hen my 
daughter and I bptiti vacated the hoxne. Second, it's not n^essary, nor is it advisable for 
you to remove any of my personal bdongings from the home b^ause I fully e<pect to 
prevail in the Federal Dfetrk* Court action and I will eventually be re*taSSng,^]pcsse^otl 
of the property. Third, there is a lis Pendens tjiat I ^ed on ttie proffrerty severM months 
ago which will be updated very sppn tp reflect ttie pending complaint in tfa)^^ MdCTal 
District Court. Almost needless to say, it would be highly In^poper for you id attempted: 
another transfer at titis time Fotirtiv if I shofuld l^m that «th^you or Weiichert are 
attempting to again transfer iiie pxoperty duringiheJiiigati^m, I will not hesitate to take 
swift action at boJii the Circuit Court and fiederal court levels to prevent such an 
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whetiier that win be iiec^^ 

Repaiis. I am concerned aboiit yppr refereiK^ to ^^repaits'' - When, the lidteie was 
fest maflcefed by Weichert in Jmxe, 2W4 it^ey^siobe sold in an '^as is'' condition: Does 
yorn: refererice to makmg tile repaii^ meakt tibat you have been planning to do 
additional jmproVemente^ to market the home, or has titiere been damage done to the 
home during the fixne that it has been vacant for the last 18 months? If there has been 
damage^ has it been reported to the iiisurance company as it should have been? I woidd 
appreciate you^letting me fedowihe status of these qu^tions. 

With regard to^^ Icmger-term perspective^ I am in receipt of your email 
a>mmen*sMK>ut 3^ case dismi^ed^ and I take your cominenis as a 

sugg^tion for a ppssl^^ but of court settlement Perha|^ I am correct ia this 

assunq>ti<m.^^My^ 

When jira adti itt a^^j^^ in this case, it's not just expensive, but the outcome is 

M^Uy un^fert^^ ihe best of defensive postures, particularly with the 

wei^ of ffi^fe ^tii^Jiflv and the nature of the complaMt In mgard to litigation 

^cpenses; I will soon be filing a Witness list In accordance wifli the federal rules. At the 
{^esenttime, I have identified 36 witnesses that I will call, including Judges' Ahft > 
Harnftg^orii^d James Ryan of yout Circuit Gour^ and the Honorable Judgfe Paul 
Maimis of liie Federal DfetrictCourt^m Requests for adiBii^idtis^^i^ 

follow after that If there is a tintie to talk about an early court set^^ 
ixmgiii^ liife time is now. The further into the Htigation that we go, fife le^ Ij^^^ a 
negotiated i^ttlement 

Regarding xny own short aiid kmger^erm view 
the orie^hand/ 1 am deeply motivated to see this case through to 03S^^^^^^ 
longevity of all the facts, the wrong<ioiiig, and above afl els^ to jadiievib a juis^^^y^v^ v .^^ 
r^oluticm in a fair aiid unbiased k^ forum. Much has beaik^during;^^ 
mypersi^i^ejq^nse. AM mudi pergonal harm has b^nvisit^uj^ 
and; others. On the other hand, I have noparticular axe to grind, and for wisdoms' 
^e, with all otfaCT tira^ being equal, it would be better to resolve the iS^^ 
rath^ than later. Either way fhou^ It is justice now, or justice later, but justice wiU be 
done for the piimitifi^s). That's hotv^ I see it 

ll^er^ ^re ten d^'^^ 
AltJura^ you dduot repre^ait or speak for the other defendants, my a^umption is 
that giyen the hr^dfhy tiie substance and the potential conseqiienc^ of this addi^ii on 
the conSefejidants, they may not want to see this case tiirough to a tr|0l eith^. I sfe^ 
mention at:iiu$ point feat within the next 30 days, I will be filing ^ motidh to Amei^ fee 
Complpnfe by ^ding additional jdaintifife to round out the complaint, ^nd by pebbly 
adding addition^ torts at that fiine as well. 

hi terms of fee substatuie of a potential out ctf court setflement, ihave estimated 
feat when it is all said mid done that I will have incurred sixmk $500,OTQ m actual 
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damages/, which indui^ Hie wholesale losses incurred dimng the tenured sale of the 
District of Columbia properties^ the carr5ring costs of the Moorland Lane property, 
rental paymeate made by Ae plamdff d«rmg tihis time, tiie legal expenses, etc. 
Naturally, this^^Jtaiate does not include ihe still.imdeterrniiiesi e^ harm that 

has been inflicted on my daughter and bthers,; or the jdvil rig^te a^ ijiatare \ 
identified in the complamt With so xnaiiy defcaii^mtsM'ti however 

weired or shifted among individual defien^dajjfet^^ 
given the other alternatives. ::.):/ :; -■■ 'v. ■>;; ;;.,-^;:,.:- ■/ 



As ineritioned/ 1 csxpecf to aniend the ^E^}aa||^^ that 

paixd^ wifti separate Mwy^iB rep^ the 

ahOity to resolve the entire complaint on iit^ 

otiter d^ndants are interested in an early but of cotoS s^^ it appears! to me 

ihat you are;, I wcnd4 be iviSing tp^ 

would be advisaHe for you to discuss this matter wtiiyour^^G me 

know your joint or separate positions on the niatter as j^on ds pc^ible. 




David 



(pase 1 :05-cv-0231 6-EGS Document 32 Filed 03/21/2006 Page 8 of 1 1 



EXHIBIT 2 



mommm$ 



Case 1 :05-cv-0231 6-EGS " Uocument 32 Filed 03;^/2006 Page 9 of 1:1 




















IJ|p(m0CH£^ctesatl(m€f ^ DGl>lpr4i^a^BSS»)a>MQt^ Bsal 







ec: 



Case 1 :05-cv-02316-EGS Document 32 Filed 03/^1/2006 Page 10 of 1 1 






EXHIBIT 3 



Case 1 :05-cv--02316-EGS 

V ! 



Document 32 Filed 03m/2006 Page 1 1 of 1 1 






rV ■§«■ wfttTL^i^ -m^m^r ^©0pi--t-i.-f ■ • 
o ■ ■ ■ ■• - '- ■■ »0€rtfSLi»ei- «B ttast ■ ■ 
-. ■ . ■■ - ■ t46«tiT-ttf © ■ . ■■■"■-. ■■ 



-%: ■■■■: 




'tM':A^ 


















